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statement and was forced to say he didn't
mean it.

General Zinni—Retired Marine General and
President Bush’s envoy to the Middle East.

Truth: Zinni, a retired Marine Corps General
who was Bush’s middle east envoy, told a for-
eign policy forum before the Iraq war that the
Administration had far more pressing policy
priorities than Iraq and said there could be a
prolonged, difficult occupation after the war.

Consequence: Zinni was not reappointed.

Larry Lindsey—the President’s former chair-
man of the Council of Economic Advisors.

Truth: Larry Lindsey told a newspaper that
the Iraq war would cost $200 billion.

Consequence: The President fired him.

As President Ronald Reagan said, facts are
stubborn things. Richard Clarke and the many
others we should recognize as Patriots have
pulled back the curtain and revealed facts that
are not only stubborn, but also inconvenient
and damaging to Mr. Bush, the self-described
“War President.” They told the truth and are
now facing the consequences.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BROWN of Ohio addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. HULSHOF) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HULSHOF addressed the House.
His remarks will appear in the Exten-
sions of Remarks.)

———————

REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL
SPECIAL ORDER

Mr. EMANUEL. Mr. Speaker, | ask to
take the gentleman from Missouri’s
(Mr. HULSHOF) time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman is entitled to only one 5-minute
speech.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. HINCHEY)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. HINCHEY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear in the Exten-
sions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. RoOs-
LEHTINEN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear herein-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. PALLONE)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. PALLONE addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a

previous order of the House, the gentle-
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woman from the District of Columbia
(Ms. NORTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

(Ms. NORTON addressed the House.
Her remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

TRIBUTE TO U.S. MARINE
CORPORAL DAVID M. VICENTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr. MEE-
HAN) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MEEHAN. Mr. Speaker, | rise to-
night to honor a true hero, Marine Cor-
poral David M. Vicente, who gave his
life in service to this country in lIraq.
Corporal Vicente was a resident of
Methuen, Massachusetts; and he was
deployed with the brave men and
women serving in our Armed Forces as
part of Operation Iraqi Freedom I1I.

David arrived in lIraq just 2 weeks
ago; and he died tragically on March
19, 2004, when a Humvee in which he
was patrolling hit a land mine near the
town of Hit, Iraq. David had just cele-
brated his 25th birthday and was newly
engaged to his beloved girlfriend, Alex-
andria. His friends and family recalled
David’s knack for fixing things and a
fondness for all things mechanical,
from remote-control racing cars to his
Chevrolet short-bed pickup truck.

Since he was a small child, David
Vicente knew what he wanted to be, a
United States Marine. While his friends
dressed in overalls and T-shirts, David
grew up wearing fatigues and combat
boots. His friends at Greater Lawrence
Technical School never doubted him
when David would declare, One day, |
want to be a Marine.

David’s dream came true when he
joined the Marine Corps 6 months prior
to the September 11 terrorist attacks
on our Nation. He trained as a rifleman
while based at Twenty-nine Palms,
California, and rose to serve his coun-
try valiantly and faithfully as a cor-
poral with the 2nd battalion of the 7th
Marines, 1st Marine Division.

David’s parents, Orlando and Celeste,
are proud of their son, not just for the
supreme sacrifice he made on behalf of
his country, but for the honor he
brought to them as a Marine. The
bumper sticker on the family’s car af-
firms their pride, “My son is a United
States Marine.”’

One morning following the tragedy of
September 11, Celeste Vicente discov-
ered someone had draped an American
flag over their family car. She felt that
it was not only touched by her son’s
service but wanted to honor all of our
troops for their courageous efforts on
our behalf.

| spoke to Celeste today, and like so
many other parents of soldiers who
have lost their lives, she expressed con-
cerns about her son and other soldiers
not having the equipment, the gear,
the technology that they need. | told
her today that | am going to work with
other Members of the Congress to
make sure that we get what our troops
need immediately.
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Today, | have also requested an
American flag be flown over the United
States Capitol in memory of Corporal
David Vicente to honor his brave serv-
ice to this country. This flag will be de-
livered to his family.

David died fighting for the country
he loved, alongside comrades that he
respected and with the family he
adored forever in his heart.

Our Nation is humbled and grateful
for his sacrifice.

Mr. Speaker, we should all take a
moment to recognize Corporal David
M. Vicente, United States Marine
Corps, who gave his life in service to
the country he loved.

—

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

————

IN MEMORY OF SERGEANT DANNY
LONDONO

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts (Mr.
LYNCH) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LYNCH. Mr. Speaker, last week
this House passed a resolution offering
our sincere thanks and this Nation’s
thanks to our men and women in uni-
form who have so bravely and bril-
liantly served the cause of freedom,
justice, and democracy in Irag.

While | fully support that resolution,
offering our sincere appreciation to our
armed service personnel, | personally
wanted to add to those sentiments the
great sadness and most profound sense
of loss on behalf of the families of
those young men and women who have
made the supreme sacrifice in the fight
against terrorism and tyranny in our
time.

It is with such sadness today that I
must add the name of Sergeant Danny
Londono, from the neighborhood of
Dorchester in the city of Boston, which
| proudly represent in the Congress, to
the list of those who have fought with
extreme valor and given their lives for
our country.

In my brief time here in the Con-
gress, following the attacks of Sep-
tember 11, | note that we frequently
speak of the grandest ideals and the
noblest principles on which this coun-
try stands; and against the backdrop of
world terrorism, it is easy to be per-
suaded that we are all paying the price
equally in some small way to meet the
cost of that confrontation between
good and evil.

But, Mr. Speaker, | rise today to say
that there are some citizens, like
Danny Londono, who are rendering all
they have so that others might know
freedom; and there are some families,
like the Londono family, who are lit-
erally carrying this Nation forward on
their backs and in their individual
grief.
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One such citizen soldier is Danny
Londono. Sergeant Danny Londono
gave his life for his country on the
streets of Baghdad about 10 days ago,
and one such family who must now
bear the terrible grief and sadness is
Danny’s family.

Danny’s family lives on East Cottage
Street in Dorchester, Massachusetts, a
tightly knit, hard-working neighbor-
hood in Boston. Danny was a graduate
of Archbishop Williams High School in
Braintree, where he was a member of
the track team. He enlisted in the
Army straight out of high school and
did tours as a foot soldier, as para-
trooper, and as sergeant with the 82nd
Airborne Division; and at age 22, Danny
had served in Kosovo and Afghanistan,
as well as Iraqg.

Sergeant Londono represents the
very best this country has to offer. He
was someone who hoped to use his
skills and training that he got in the
Army to make a better life for himself
and his family so he could pay for col-
lege and possibly return to his commu-
nity to serve as a police officer. His
tour of duty with the Army would have
finished in August.

Mr. Speaker, this Nation is enor-
mously proud of Danny Londono. We
mourn his loss as we honor his mem-
ory. We are all proud of our Armed
Forces and the job they are doing
today in lraq, as well as places like
Kosovo and Bosnia, Afghanistan, Haiti
and elsewhere; but | think it is impor-
tant that we never lose sight of the in-
dividual stories of the soldiers who
have given their lives on behalf of this
country. For these families, the sac-
rifice is overwhelming, the sorrow is
unspeakable, and the sacrifice is real.

| join with the Members of the House
of Representatives in offering our con-

dolences and prayers to Danny
Londono and his family.
——

] 2000
HELP AMERICA VOTE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
MARIO DIAZ-BALART of Florida). Under
a previous order of the House, the gen-
tlewoman from Ohio (Ms. KAPTUR) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, following
the election debacle in Florida in the
2000 Presidential race, Congress passed
the Help America Vote Act to improve
election systems across the country;
but lately | have met with many elec-
tion officials who are largely unaware
of what that law actually says, and to-
night I would like to clarify some of its
provisions.

Importantly, HAVA will make money
available to the Sates for new voting
machines, but HAVA does not require
States and localities to replace sys-
tems if they are satisfied with the ones
that they have. All those jurisdictions
have to do if they want to keep their
equipment is just provide voters with
instructions how to correct their ballot
if they make a mistake before that bal-
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lot is cast and counted. So the law that
Congress passed permits paper ballots
if jurisdictions want to use them, it
permits punch cards, it permits lever
machines, it permits a central count
voting system. Those are not outlawed.
Indeed, I am putting in the RECORD to-
night title 111, section 301 from that act
that explains to local election officials
what the law actually says. They
should not be afraid. There is no Fed-
eral pressure to do what they do not
want to do.

Some States have decided to go
ahead with replacing equipment before
this year’s Presidential elections even
though there are no standards in place
at the Federal level to guarantee if
they purchase new machines, particu-
larly electronic machines, that they
will be secure. And 23 States, including
Ohio, have thus received a waiver and
are not required to have new systems
in place until the first Federal election
in 2006, nearly 2 years from now.

There are problems with new elec-
tronic voting machines that we did not
know when this legislation was ini-
tially passed. Some, particularly the
primary sponsors of this legislation,
say we should leave it alone. They say
let the Election Assistance Commis-
sion that was talked about in the law
do its work. They say let the National
Institute of Standards and Technology
do its work, let us not have Congress
ask any questions right now.

Well, that would be all well and good
if those entities had the resources to
carry out their job. But the Election
Assistance Commission has been
formed very late. In fact, a year late.
Virtually every deadline that it was
given for the issuance of voluntary
guidelines to help our local election of-
ficials for reports to Congress and for
assistance to State and local election
authorities has been missed. Today,
the commission had its first public
meeting, despite the fact it has no per-
manent office, no equipment it can call
its own, no staff beyond the four com-
missioners and its detailees, and not
even enough money to pay for rent for
its offices, nor money to pay for the
publication tomorrow of State election
plans in the Federal Register. It had to
depend on the generosity of the Gen-
eral Services Administration for this
step required by the Help America Vote
Act. Election plans must be published,
but the commission has no authority
to require changes in them. Public
comments will be directed to State
election authorities who are free to
certify themselves as having met the
requirements of HAVA, which essen-
tially at this point has no standards.

So in 45 days with their own certifi-
cation and no input from the commis-
sion, they will begin to receive more
than $2.3 billion to spend with no secu-
rity standards and no guidance beyond
the limited verbiage in the act itself. If
this were any other Federal program,
how many of our colleagues would be
here condemning it? Testing by the Na-
tional Institute of Standards and Tech-
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nology on voting machines and its obli-
gation to help develop tough standards
for this new equipment was suspended
for 2 months this year because of the
lack of Federal money.

The commission is thankful that
NIST has been able to identify $375,000
to help the technical guidance develop-
ment committee get under way, but it
is only getting under way. No rec-
ommendations are expected for another
9 months while the commissioners
themselves recognize that State and
local election authorities are looking
for Federal guidelines to help them de-
velop their own standards.

In fact, AP writer Robert Tanner said
this weekend, and | will place the en-
tire article in the RECORD, ‘‘High-tech
voting machines can miscount election
results through a software bug or a
crashing computer. What is even more
troubling, they can be manipulated if
someone hacks the computer software.
And the biggest problem is without a
paper ballot, there is nothing tangible
to recount.”

To offer some level of guidance, the
commission today voted to hold its
own hearing on election voting tech-
nology within 35 days. | applaud the
commission for doing so, but nothing is
more important than our right to vote.
We must take the time to get this
right.

Mr. Speaker, | urge State and local
election officials to read my remarks
in the RECORD.

ELECTION FIX STYMIED BY DELAYS, COMPUTER
DouBTS, CONFIDENCE GAP

Editors Note—Problems with the election
system in Florida left the winner of the 2000
presidential race in doubt for more than a
month, and prompted widespread calls to re-
form the way the nation elects its leaders.
Yet nearly four years since George W. Bush
won in Florida by 537 votes, reform has been
spotty. This story is part of the AP’s ongoing
coverage of electoral problems across the
country.

(By Robert Tanner, AP National Writer)

The discord of Florida 2000 is hard to for-
get. Angry crowds yelling at local election
officials, a paralysis that virtually halted
other political work, accusations of a stolen
presidential election that echo today.

But the many promises that followed the
36-day stalemate have not produced a nation-
wide solution to the glaring flaws exposed in
the way we cast votes and count them—and
another presidential election is just months
away.

There’s blame enough to go around. Pick
any of the following, or all: President Bush
and Congress; the voting machine industry;
local election officials. (You can add com-
puter scientists, the media, even mistake-
prone voters.)

It’s true some changes have been made:
Roughly 50 million registered voters, or
slightly more than a quarter nationwide,
will be able to cast ballots on the latest
touchscreen equipment this year.

But that leaves the glass half-full, at best,
especially with the biggest reforms so far
now coming in for criticism. In particular,
those ATM-style electronic voting ma-
chines—once trumpeted as the solution to
voting problems—are now under fire from
some computer scientists and lawmakers.
That, in turn, is slowing further reforms and
weakening confidence in the system even
more.
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